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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36{a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |3 Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 13 The drawing(s) filed on 11 June 2001 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)0 All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) ^1 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) ^ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 6) O Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because figure 1 and figure 2 can not 
be understood as related as stated in pages 1 8 - 19 of the specification. It is unclear how the 
power supply in figure 1 will be incorporated in to the generator of figure 2 to create a 
functioning power generator. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of 
the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) because they 
do not include the all the reference signs (figure 2) mentioned in the specification. A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3 . The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other information 
submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(l) states, "the list may not be 
incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate paper." Therefore, unless 
the references have been cited by the examiner on form PTO-892, they have not been 
considered. 
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Specification 



4. The disclosure is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .7 1 , as being so incomprehensible as to 
preclude a reasonable search of the prior art by the examiner. For example, the following items 
are not understood: from line 4 of page 19 to line 13 of page 21, all the reference signs are not 
shown in the figures so that it is incomprehensible to one of ordinary skill to make or built the 
claimed invention. Applicant is required to submit an amendment which clarifies the disclosure 
so that the examiner may make a proper comparison of the invention with the prior art. 

Applicant should be careful not to introduce any new matter into the disclosure (i.e., 
matter which is not supported by the disclosure as originally filed). 

5. 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, requires the specification to be written in "full, clear, 
concise, and exact terms." The specification is replete with terms which are not clear, concise 
and exact. The specification should be revised carefully in order to comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, 
first paragraph. In the specification, the examiner could not understand how the power system of 
figure 1 is connected to the fluid system of figure 2, particularly where is the input power going 
to the fluid to energy system? Also, figure 2 does not show any reference number in order for 
the examiner understanding the invention. The specification does not show how the electrode 
elements mounting in spaces to another and constituting a series of electrode elements, how the 
auxiliary electrodes spaced from the conducting bar. 



6. Claims 5 - 10 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in improper form because a 
multiple dependent claim should refer to other claims in the alternative only. See MPEP 
§ 608.01(n). Accordingly, the claims 5-10 have not been further treated on the merits. 



Claim Objections 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 1 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. The specification does not contain a full, clear, concise, and exact written description 
of how the electrode elements mount in spaces to another and constitute a series of electrode 
elements, as set forth in Claim 1-17. Also the specification does not contain a full, clear, 
concise, and exact written description of how the auxiliary electrodes are spaced from the 
conducting bar. 

9. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

10. Claims 1 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. All the claims are incomprehensible for examiner to do the search. In claim 1, is 
the term "said elements" the same as "said electrode elements"? This is so confusing because 
sometime the applicant uses "said elements" and sometime the applicant uses "said electrode 
elements", "auxiliary electrodes spaced from the said bars one on one side and one on the other 
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of each of the said bars" is indefinite because it is unclear how the auxiliary electrodes spaced for 
the bars. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
11. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

As far as they can be understood, claims 1 - 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 
the claimed invention lacks patentable utility. The examiner interprets the disclosure as an 
attempt to claim a perpetual motion machine since figure 2 does not show any power input. 
Figure 2 appears to show a closed system. The device will require input energy to start the 
system and the generator cannot generate more power than required to operate the system under 
the Law of Conservation of Energy. The generator will generate less power than required to 
operate the pump due to the loss of energy to heat and friction. 

The Claims and disclosure are so indefinite as to preclude a prior art search at this time. 
Prior Art will be applied to the claims when a definite claim and clear disclosure is provided. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leda T. Pham whose telephone number is (703) 305-4864. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-5:00) first Friday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nestor Ramirez can be reached on (703) 308-1371. The fax phone numbers for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-9176 for regular 
communications and (703) 305-1341 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 306-3431. 



Leda T. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2834 



LTP 

September 25 ? 2002 




